The paper is devoted to the problem of criminal responsibility regulation for crimes in the sphere of economy. The latest novels of the criminal law in terms of criminalizing a number of acts that encroach on property and economic relations in general were subjected to critical analysis. Based on the analysis of the provisions of the current criminal legislation regulating the responsibility of accomplices in group andorganized crimes, the authors noted the imperfection of designing a whole series of aggravated (especially aggravated) crimes in the economic sphere, which is caused by the smoothing significant differences in the degree of public danger of joint execution in the form of a group of persons in collusion and organized forms of complicity in the form of an organized crime group.The issues of implementation of thefairness principle both in relation topersons released from criminal liability as a result of their positive postcriminal behavior, and in relation to victims of crimes are investigated.Proposals were made to improve the legislation and practice of its application.
Introduction
Economic relations are regulated by the multiple norms of branches of law. However, there should not be underestimated the role of criminal law in this area of public relations, which are subject to criminal law protection, since the criminal law provides protection of property, legal rights and freedoms of consumers, economic entities and the interests of the state itself in the sphere of the economy as a whole, business and others types of economic activity, in particular, from such most dangerous offenses as crimes. Modern Russian criminal law includes a group of norms systematized under the section "Crimes in the economic sphere" (section VIII of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation) [1] which Regulate responsibility for crimes against property (Ch.21 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation), in the sphere of economic activity (Ch. 22 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation), against the interests of service in commercial and other organizations (Ch. 23 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation). Some aspects of the problems on improving criminal responsibility for crimes in the sphere of economics have been studied both in the works of Russian scientists B.V. Volzhenkin [2] , N.A. Lopashenko [3] , I.A. Tarkhanov [4] , M.V. Talan [5] , as well as in the works of foreign researchers M.D.Dubber [6] , and E. Sootak [7] . The last changes in Section VIII of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation were introduced by the Federal Law dated July 3, 2016No. 325-FZ [8] .On the whole, positively evaluating the Criminal Law in the part of protecting economic relations, taking into account its recent changes and additions, we consider it possible to make some critical remarks in order to improve criminal legislation. The work proves the necessity of supplementing the norms regulating criminal responsibility in the sphere of the economy with the aggravating features "the commission of a crime by a group of persons in collusion" and "the commission of crimeby an organized crime group" and argues the importance of improving the institution of compensation for harm caused by economic crimes.
Methods
The dialectical methods of scientific cognition used in the work, general scientific (analysis, synthesis, system-structural) and specific scientific methods (formal legal method and method of comparative legal analysis) have made it possible to draw the conclusions made.
Results and Discussion 1. The degree of public danger of a crime is significantly increased if it is committed in a crime group, and this requires legislative accounting when designing criminal law norms. The legislative basis for combating group and organized crime in the domestic criminal law within the framework of the institution of complicity is the following: referring to forms of complicity not only coparticipation in the form of a criminal group (parts 1 and 2, Article 35 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation), but also complicity of a special kind:complicity of criminal activity within the organized crime group (part 3 of Article 35 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation) [9, p.147-149] . An organized crime group is the most dangerous form of complicity in a specific crime, which is due to the presence of features that are not characteristic of other forms of group participation [10, p. 19] . The stability of the compositionof membersinanorganized crime group, the persistence of forms and methods of criminal activity, the systematic nature of the commission of crimes objectively raise the public danger of such association in comparison with a group of persons in collusion. The leveling by the legislator of the differences between these varieties of the group form of complicity and, thereby, the equalization of the criminal associations that differ radically in terms of the degree of public danger can hardly be recognized as a correct and consistent approach to determining the limits of punishability of participants in joint organized criminal activity. We propose the commission of the crime by an organized crime group to be regarded as an independent criterion for differentiating criminal responsibility. 2. The criminal legislation includes not only the normsprohibitions and norms-prescriptions, of which the sanction is an obligatory element, but also incentive norms [11, p. 19] . Positive post-criminal behavior of a guilty manifested in the form of active repentance and involving a compensation of the damage caused, active contributing to the disclosure and investigation of the crime, entails exemption from criminal liability. It seems that in modern economic conditions such a decision of the legislator is fundamentally true. This rule is provided for in the footnotes to the six articles Code of the Russian Federation), but completely paid the amount of arrears and corresponding penalties, as well as the amount of a fine in the amount determined in accordance with the Tax Code of the Russian Federation [12] , is subject to exemption from criminal liability. In our opinion, such balanced and rational approach in the sphere of regulation of economic relations should also be used in the design of other criminal law norms that provide liability for crimes in the economic sphere. The application of incentive rules, provided full compensation for the harm done in these cases will have a much greater economic and socially significant effect than the measures of the criminal-legal effect envisaged by the sanctions of the said articles of the Criminal Law. The amount of such compensation should depend not on the discretion of the court, as followsfrom the legislative formulas, but only on the will of the victim himself/herself. 4. The compositions of destruction or damage to someone else's property is recognized as completed crimes when a criminal result, the existence of property damage, occurs. In particular, Part 1 of Article 167 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation indicates the cause of significant damage to the victim as a necessary condition for bringing to criminal responsibility. However, the concept of significant damage for crimes against property is determined in the law only in relation to a citizen. Given its property status, such damage cannot be less than five thousand rubles (paragraph 2 of Article 158 of the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation). Such a legislative decision causes difficulties in judicial practice when it specifies the significant damage to legal entities, as well as individual entrepreneurs. The question of the possibility of imputation of this aggravating attribute in relation to an individual entrepreneur is more than reasonably considered in the work of P.S. Yani [13, p. 43-44] . As to the issue of damage caused by the deliberate destruction or damage to someone else's property, in our opinion, it should be significant not only for the citizen, but also for the legal entity. 3. It seems to be important to introduce in the Criminal Code of the Russian Federation the changes that provide for the dependence of the amount of compensation for harm caused by a crime only on the will of a victim himself/herself in deciding questions about the cancellation of conditional conviction, lifting a conviction, parole, replacing a part of punishment that has not been served with a milder punishment. In our view, it is this legislative decision that was required by the implementation of the principle of justice in criminal law.
4. Of particular importance is the issue of establishing the significance of damage in cases of destruction or damage to someone else's property of a legal entity.In such cases, the significance should be determined not only based on the value of the destroyed property or the cost of restoring the damaged property, but also the significance of this property for the injured party, depending on the nature of its activities, financial situation and financial and economic condition.In all cases, it cannot be less than 10 thousand rubles, the amount of the authorized capital established by the legislation for the most common legal form of the legal entity,a Limited Liability Company.
Conclusions
The criminal legal policy of the state in counteracting corruption both in the sphere of economy and in the sphere of public administration, as a whole, is shown to be true by establishing criminal liability for mediation in rendering unlawful influence on the result of an official sports competition or a spectacular commercial competition However, the results of the research allow us to state the absence of a certain system in the amendments and additions introduced by the legislator into the criminal law.This fully applies to issues of criminal law regulation of economic relations.
